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ABSTRACT 
 
 
 
Remote Sensing for Site-Specific Management of Biotic 
 
and Abiotic Stress in Cotton.  (May 2004) 
 
Nyland Ray Falkenberg, B.S., Texas A&M University-Kingsville 
 
Co-Chairs of the Advisory Committee:  Dr. Giovanni Piccinni  
                                                       Dr. J.T. Cothren  
 
 
 
This study evaluated the applicability of remote sensing instrumentation for site- 
 
specific management of abiotic and biotic stress on cotton grown under a center pivot.   
 
Three different irrigation regimes (100%, 75%, and 50% ETc) were imposed on a  
 
cotton field to 1) monitor canopy temperatures of cotton with infrared thermometers  
 
(IRTs) in order to pinpoint areas of biotic and abiotic stress, 2) compare aerial infrared  
 
photography to IRTs mounted on center pivots to correlate areas of biotic and abiotic  
 
stress, and 3) relate yield to canopy temperatures.  Pivot-mounted IRTs and IR camera  
 
were able to differentiate water stress between the irrigation regimes, however, only the  
 
IR camera was effectively able to distinguish between biotic (cotton root rot) and abiotic  
 
(drought) stress with the assistance of groundtruthing.  The 50% ETc regime had  
 
significantly higher canopy temperatures, which were reflected in significantly lower lint  
 
yields when compared to the 75% and 100% ETc regimes.  Deficit irrigation up to 75%  
 
ETc had no impact on yield, indicating that water savings were possible without yield  
 
depletion.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) belongs to the family Malvaceae.  Other  
 
members of this family includes blackberry, raspberry (Rubus spp), and okra (Hibiscus  
 
esculentus)  Cotton is a warm-climate crop that is cultivated for the production of  
 
clothes, cosmetics, X-ray films, animal foods, and plastics.           
 
The history of cotton production in Texas has spanned a period of more than 17  
 
decades.  Approximately 141 of the 254 counties in Texas produce cotton (Texas  
 
Agricultural Statistics, 2002).  Texas is the leading cotton producing state, with more  
 
than 30% of the total U.S. production for the crop years of 1959-60 through 1998-1999  
 
(Texas Agricultural Statistics, 2002).  Cotton has been a major agricultural crop and  
 
source of cash income in Texas for many years. Production in 2003 decreased to 4.2  
 
million bales valued at almost $1.5 billion, compared to the 2002 cotton crop of 5.04  
 
million bales of valued at $1.1 billion. Cotton accounted for 8 and 9% percent of total  
 
agricultural income in 2002 and 2003, respectively (Texas Agricultural Statistics, 2002).   
 
In South Texas the total cotton production for 2002 was 1 million bales with an  
 
economic impact of $2.9 million.  In the Winter Garden area upland cotton is produced  
 
in both irrigated and non-irrigated conditions, due to climatic differences across the  
 
state.  Average yield has increased from 314 pounds/acre in 1970 to 524 pounds/acre in  
 
2003 for the total amount of cotton produced between irrigated and non-irrigated  
 
methods. This increase in yield can be attributed to several factors, the most important  
 
being improved irrigation tactics (Bordovsky et al. 1992) and enhanced cotton varieties.   
________________ 
This thesis follows the style and format of Agronomy Journal. 
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Irrigation is required for profitable yields in the cotton and other agricultural industries,  
 
therefore the conservation of the Edwards aquifers resources is of high priority in the  
 
Winter Garden area. 
 
The Edwards aquifer in South Texas is one of the most permeable and productive  
 
carbonate aquifers in the United States.  The recharge zone of this aquifer encompasses  
 
approximately 1500 square miles, and since this semi-arid region is noted for climatic  
 
extremes, long droughts, and intense rainfall events, water is a highly managed resource  
 
(Maclay and Land, 1988). The depletion of the Edwards aquifer and the competition for  
  
water with urban development has limited water available for irrigation (Barrett, 1999).  
 
Declining groundwater levels in parts of the Edwards aquifer region have led to the  
 
reduced irrigation in the surrounding areas of the aquifer.  In 1996, the Texas  
 
Legislature placed water restrictions on the farming industry by limiting growers to a  
 
maximum use of 2 acre-foot of water per year in the Edwards aquifer region based upon  
 
historical use (Barrett, 1999).  The irrigation cap placed on growers has made water an  
 
extremely valuable commodity in the Winter Garden area of Texas.  The regulation of  
 
water has limited growers on the type of crops and amount of acres that can be planted  
 
yearly, since the growing season in the Winter Garden area is spread across the entire  
 
year.  Due to the high temperatures and limited rainfall, irrigation scheduling of crops  
 
must be properly managed to ensure sufficient availability water for irrigation.  Growers  
 
in the region generally tend to exceed the recommended crop water requirements due to  
 
inaccurate water use information.  Therefore, improved irrigation efficiency and  
 
management practices can help maintain aquifer levels and enhance water savings for  
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growers (Epstein, 2000).  
 
 Irrigation is crucial for profitable yields of cotton in the semi-arid Winter Garden  
 
area, but is also a  major production cost.  Traditionally irrigation has been applied  
 
through furrow irrigation, but now pivots are becoming more prevalent. Center pivot  
 
irrigation provides better control over water applications than furrow irrigation (Lyle and  
 
Bordovsky, 1981).    
 
 The need for improved irrigation efficiency has resulted in the development of  
 
many new types of irrigation systems.  Center pivot irrigation are expanding  
 
across the Edwards aquifer region and replacing furrow irrigation.  Center pivots have  
 
increased water efficiency up to 90% compared to furrow irrigation which is only 50%  
 
(Lyle and Bordovsky, 1981) and also require less labor (New, 1986).  LEPA (Low  
 
Energy Precision Application) methods are widely used in the Edwards aquifer region to  
 
reduce water application losses and to reduce the energy requirements for pumping.  The  
 
LEPA systems distribute water directly into the furrow at low pressure (5 to 6 psi)  
 
through drop tubes or orifice-controlled emitters (Lyle and Bordovsky, 1983).  Generally  
 
the LEPA heads are 203 to 457 mm (8 to 18 inches) above the furrow, which minimizes  
 
the drift loss and evapotranspiration from the soil and crop canopy (Texas ET Network,  
 
2003).    LEPA irrigation is approximately 95% efficient in terms of partitioning the  
 
applied water into crop water use and allows for more precise water applications (Texas  
 
ET Network, 2003).  LEPA system efficiency can be further increased to 95 to 98%  
 
when used in combination with micro-basin tillage and circular bedding (Lyle and  
 
Bordovsky, 1983).  Micro-basin tillage, which is a commonly referred to as furrow  
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diking, is a management strategy to reduce water runoff and to increase water efficiency  
 
during irrigation (New and Fipps, 1990).  Therefore, the implementation of all these  
 
techniques can allow for increased irrigation efficiency.  
 
In the past, cotton in Texas was grown under full irrigation (where water is not  
 
limiting) in order to maximize crop yields (Bordovsky et al. 1992).  Limited water  
 
availability has affected irrigation methods.  For example, deficit irrigation is a common  
 
practice where water application is decreased below crop water requirements.  Under  
 
deficit irrigation, the crop must be drought tolerant in order to produce an acceptable  
 
yield.  Bordovsky et al. (1992) found that deficit irrigation of short-season cotton using a  
 
Low Energy Precision Application (LEPA) system can enhance lint yield and conserve  
 
groundwater on the Southern High Plains of Texas. 
 
According to Texas ET Network (2003) the total inches of consumptive water 
 
use for cotton is 23 inches per growing season in the Edwards aquifer region.  The  
 
consumptive water use is the total amount of water used by the plant, and does not  
 
reflect the total amount of water applied through irrigation or rainfall.  Because the  
 
competition for water has increased, growers are now forced to maintain yields while  
 
regulating the total amount of water applied. 
 
The maximization of agricultural production efficiency has become a high  
 
priority for producers and researchers in the Winter Garden area of Texas.  Recent  
 
investigations have shown Site-Specific Management (SSM) as a means to address the  
 
water management issues (Schepers and Francis, 1998). SSM can involve satellite-based  
 
remote sensing technology and mapping systems to detect specific areas suffering from  
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stress within a field (i.e. water, insect, and disease).  Remote sensing also allows for  
 
addressing problems concerning spatial variability within fields (Plant et al., 2001).  As  
 
new and improved remote sensing equipment is developed and used in agriculture, site- 
 
specific management practices will become even more efficient (Schepers and Francis,  
 
1998). 
 
Crop canopy temperature has been found to be an effective indicator of plant  
 
water stress (Moran et al., 1997).  Remote sensing technology, can detect crop  
 
canopy temperature, which can monitor the crops response to stress.  One method of  
 
remotely sensing biological stresses in plants is through the use of precision infrared  
 
thermometers (IRT) (Michels et al., 1999).   IRTs are used to detect differences in  
 
surface temperatures of plants rather than reflectance or energy units (Hatfield and  
 
Pinter, 1993).   IRTs are calibrated to operate in bands of 8 to 14 or 10.5 to 12.5 µm to  
 
elimate problems with reflected solar radiation.  In the past, IRTs have been used to  
 
determine the optimal time of planting fruit crops (Stewart et al., 1978), the water  
 
potentials of wheat (Erhler et al., 1978), thermal stress on cotton when canopy  
 
temperatures were not within the thermal kinetic window (Burke et al., 1990), and leaf  
 
temperature (Bugbee et al., 1999).  Color-infrared imagery is commonly used for a  
 
variety of applications, such as ground data, crop yields, yield components, and soil  
 
properties (Pozdnyakova et al., 2002).  IRTs have been used to control irrigation  
 
scheduling by the regulation of optimal canopy temperatures for simplifying and  
 
automating irrigation management (Wanjura et al., 1992). 
 
   Two assumptions are made in using canopy temperatures for irrigation  
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management:  1) canopy temperatures above the optimal temperature range (23 to 31oC)  
 
indicate inadequate plant water status and 2) plant growth or productivity are  
 
positively correlated with the amount of time that the plant’s temperature is within its  
 
optimal thermal range (Wanjura and Mahan, 1994).   Hatfield (1990) used  
 
infrared thermometers to measure plant stress by recording plant canopy temperatures,  
 
which showed temperature differences between normally-watered infested and non- 
 
infested plants.   Disease stress can be detected by IRTs in crops by recording the  
 
temperature changes in the canopy temperature.  Remote sensing and image analysis  
 
technology have been used successfully to detect crop diseases according to canopy  
 
temperatures (Nilsson, 1995).   
 
Michels et al. (1999) stated that remote sensing could be useful in monitoring  
 
plant stress by using IRTs mounted on center-pivot irrigation systems.  Aerial “fly- 
 
overs” with IRT-equipment, or possibly tethered balloons fitted with IRTs, can be  
 
used to detect water stress by recording changes in leaf temperature caused by the  
 
alteration of water flowing through the soil-plant atmosphere continuum (Hatfield and  
 
Pinter, 1993; Michels et al., 1999).  Plant temperature is influenced by water status (Idso  
 
et al., 1982; Grimes et al., 1987), which can be altered by irrigation, rainfall,  
 
environmental conditions, temperature, and plant pests.  Multispectral remote sensing  
 
was used to detect water stress in crops and illustrated increased canopy temperatures in  
 
stressed areas (Maas et al., 1999), which can be correlated to yield data.   
 
 Deficit irrigation occurs when the amount of water applied to a crop is reduced  
 
below the level required for maximum yield.  Water stress in cotton affects the total  
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fruiting points (Mauney and Stewart, 1986), and boll positioning (Hearn, 1979), which  
 
in turn directly affects yield.  When plant water deficit is imposed during peak flowering  
 
periods, yield is reduced more than compared to deficit irrigation occurring either earlier  
 
or later in the flowering period (Mauney and Stewart, 1986). 
 
Introduction of new drought resistant crop varieties, has enabled growers  
 
to use limited amounts of water to produce crops.  The combination of more water  
 
efficient varieties with site-specific management techniques, give growers even greater  
 
potential to improve the ways in which they manage their lands.  Additional  
 
methods for enhancing water conservation includes the use of evapotranspiration (ET)  
 
values for water management (Humes et al., 1994; Kustas et al., 1994), and  
 
incorporating crop coefficients and physiological parameters (Marani et al., 1993) to  
 
regulate irrigation scheduling (Wanjura et al., 1992) and determine crop stress.  These  
 
tools are vital in determining daily water use and helping minimize overall costs.   
 
Evapotranspiration (ET), transpiration ratio (T/ET; T= transpiration), water-use  
 
efficiency (WUE), and crop coefficients (Kc) of crops are important data for water  
 
management and irrigation planning (Kato et al, 2004).  The Penman-Monteith model  
 
(Monteith, 1965) is a physically based model of energy transfer between vegetation and  
 
the atmosphere, which is generally used to estimate evapotranspiration of field crops.   
 
Multi-layer models of the Penman-Monteith models have been revised for the  
 
advancement of irrigation technology (Pereira and Smith, 1989).  The Penman-Monteith  
 
produces the best evapotranspiration estimates for semi-arid environments  
 
(DehghaniSanij et al, 2004).  The prediction of crop water requirements is of vital  
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importance in water resource management and planning (Abdelhadi et al. 2000).  Crop  
 
coefficients have been developed to help growers determine the amount of water that a  
 
crop is using at different growing stages.  Estimation of crop water use is essential in  
 
order to ensure that water supply and crop water requirements are met on a daily basis  
 
(Inman-Bamber and McGlinchey, 2003).   
 
 Soil moisture measurements are critical in determining water availability for  
 
crops under differential irrigation.  Neutron probe measurements on surface irrigation  
 
studies (Janat and Somi, 2001) and tensiometers (Pettigrew, 2004) have been used to  
 
monitor and record soil moisture in soils.  In addition to water management, neutron  
 
probe tubes are excellent tools to schedule differential irrigation and determine soil  
 
moisture.  Soil moisture can be used to monitor or control disease development in crops,  
 
and a common cotton disease that favors wet conditions is Phymatotrichopsis omnivora  
 
(White et al., 1987). 
 
 Phymatotrichopsis omnivora (Duggar) and is a serious and unmanageable fungal  
 
pathogen of cotton that is indigenous to the southwestern USA and northern Mexico  
 
(Streets and Bloss, 1973; Lyda, 1978; Kenerley and Jeger, 1990).  The disease has  
 
limited production in the Rio Grande Valley, South Texas, the Blacklands, and the trans- 
 
Pecos Region.   Most descriptions of epidemics of Phymatotrichopsis root rot rely solely  
 
upon foliar symptom expression (King and Loomis, 1929; Rogers, 1942; Kenerley and  
 
Jeger, 1990).  In infested fields, root rot develops in circular patterns, which gradually  
 
enlarge in subsequent years (Streets and Bloss, 1973).  The incidence and severity of  
 
root rot is affected by soil and environmental conditions (Rush et al., 1984; Kenerley and  
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Jeger, 1990), which include pH, mineral content, and soil temperature (Kenerley et al.,  
 
1998).  Phymatotrichopsis root rot is affected by rainfall and air temperature during the  
 
growing season (Jeger and Lyda, 1986).  Sclerotia are the primary source of inoculum,  
 
which leads to strands that contact and infect growing roots.  In attempts to maximize  
 
production, cotton farmers tend to over irrigate, which can lead to problems with the  
 
pathogen.  White et al., 1987 demonstrated that water potentials of -0.02 to –1.9 MPa  
 
supported germination and strand formation of root rot and the soil water potentials  
 
above or below these levels were either beneficial to sclerotia formation or only  
 
supported hyphal growth.   
 
Color-infrared aerial imagery can be used to identify, quantify areas of   
 
stressed vegetation,  and is a powerful tool for characterizing spatial distributions of a  
 
crop and the influencing factors to optimize the agricultural production (Everitt et al.,  
 
1999).  Pozdnyakova et al., (2002) used color infrared aerial imagery to estimate spatial  
 
and spectral properties of phytophthora (root rot) to determine the effects on yield. 
 
As remote sensing techniques are used in combination with farming practices to  
 
enhance cotton production it is important to develop best management practices to  
 
implement this technology properly.  For these reasons the ultimate goal of this research  
 
is to minimize the economic inputs of growing cotton and to maximize yields and profit.    
 
The specific objectives of this project are as follow:  1) use remote sensing  
 
instrumentation for locating areas showing biotic and abiotic stress signs in a cotton  
 
field, 2) compare aerial infrared camera to IRTs mounted on center pivots to correlate  
 
areas of biotic and abiotic stresses, 3) and evaluate canopy temperature changes between  
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irrigation regimes in a cotton field with the use of IRTs and IR camera and relate to lint  
 
yield.  We expect to find that IR remote sensing can be a useful tool in detecting areas of  
 
biotic and abiotic stresses in cotton.  Also, deficit irrigation up to 75% ETc can maintain  
 
the same yields as the 100% ETc regime.  
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MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 
 A two-year field study was conducted at the Texas A&M Agricultural Research  
 
and Extension Center in Uvalde, Texas (99o5 `W., 29o1`N.).  The soil type was  
 
a Knippa clay soil fine-silty, mixed, hyperthermic Aridic Calciustolls with a pH of 8.1.   
 
The land was prepared using conventional farming methods, which include chiseling,  
 
moldboard plowing, disking, bedding, and cultivating.  The field was managed under  
 
a normal South Texas field rotation with no cotton being planted in the past five years.   
 
Irrigation was supplied by a center-pivot LEPA (Low Energy Precision Application)  
 
irrigation system, using a diesel well that pumped around 3785 liters (1000 gallons) per  
 
minute. 
 
Cotton variety Stoneville 4892 Bollgard/Roundup Ready® was planted  
 
with a John Deere® MaxEmerge® vacuum planter on April 12, 2002 and April 3, 2003.   
 
The plot size was approximately 4.8 hectares (12 acres) and was bedded in a circle at  
 
20,250 plants per hectare (50,000 plants per acre) on 1-meter (40-inch) row spacings.   
 
Furrow dikes were placed between beds to increase water capture, minimize run-off,  
 
and maximize the irrigation efficiency of the LEPA system. Lanes were cut  
 
between each irrigation regime with a rotary tiller and a border was placed between  
 
each regime to prevent water run-off.  Nitrogen fertilizer was broadcast with a fertilizer  
 
spreader buggy at 112 kilogram per hectare (100 lbs per acre) for both years of the study.  
 
The plot design consisted of two blocks and three treatments, which were  
 
replicated four times in a randomized block design.  A 90-degree wedge was divided  
 
equally into twelve 7.5-degree regimes, which were maintained at 100%, 75%, and  
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50% ETc values (Fig. 1). The Penman-Monteith evapotranspiration (ETo) formula in  
 
conjunction with cotton crop coefficients (Texas ET Network, 2003) was used to  
 
monitor water loss for evapotranspiration.  Irrigation was scheduled and regimes were  
 
imposed according to calculations of ETo and crop coefficients, which were maintained  
 
on a daily basis in an excel spreadsheet.  Crop phenological measurements (growth  
 
stages) were taken daily so that crop coefficients could be adjusted.  The pivot was  
 
programmed to automatically change the percentage of irrigation as the pivot reached  
 
the different irrigation regimes. 
 
 
 
Fig. 1.  Study plot design.  Aerial photograph of the experimental design for the 
study shows three irrigation regimes of 100%, 75%, and 50% ETc with the 4 
replications. 
 
 
 
Thirty Exergen (Irt/c.01-T80F/27C) infrared thermometers were mounted at  
 
approximately 4.5 meter (15-foot) spacings along the pivot length to scan the canopy  
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temperature as the pivot moved (Fig. 2).  The IRTs measured the infrared band between  
 
8 to14 microns.  Square 25.4 millimeter (1-inch) tubing was mounted on the pivot,  
 
which had the IRTs clamped to the tubing at a 45o angle.   The IRTs had a height to view  
 
angle ratio of 1:1.  Once the cotton canopy was at maximum height or full canopy the  
 
IRTs were raised to the highest level 2.7 meters (9 feet) so a wider angle of views could  
 
be covered.  A Campbell Scientific 23X datalogger recorded canopy temperatures from  
 
the IRTs every 10 seconds, and averaged temperature values every 60 seconds.  IRT  
 
cotton canopy temperature readings were scheduled weekly to record canopy  
 
development and temperature changes within the field overtime.  Scanning was not  
 
conducted on rainy or overcast days, and all the measurements were started at solar  
 
noon.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 2. Pivot-mounted IRTs. The IRTs were used to scan cotton canopy 
temperatures as the pivot was moving across the field.  The IRTs are positioned at 
15-foot spacings with a 1:1 meter height to view angle ratio. 
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The pixel size for the IRTs was 3.65 x 3.65 meters (12 x 12 feet) and had  
 
approximately 25 plants within each pixel, respectively. Temperature data were stored  
 
on Campbell Scientific®, SM4M™ storage modules and downloaded to a computer for  
 
data analysis and manipulation.  An IRT mapping program developed at the Texas  
 
A&M Research and Extension Center in Uvalde was used to visually depict changes in  
 
canopy temperatures between irrigation regimes. Microsoft Visual Basic™ software was  
 
used to design the mapping program.  Time travel and distance from the pivot pad were  
 
calculated for the individual IRTs as the pivot scanned the field.  Five different  
 
temperature classes were determined by recording the maximum and minimum canopy  
 
temperatures from each of the scans. 
 
Canopy temperature differences were also determined among treatments using  
 
a Robinson-22 helicopter equipped with an Indigo®, TVS-700™ LWIR (Long Wave- 
 
length Infrared) camera with an infrared band of 8 to 14 microns.  The Indigo® camera  
 
had a 35 mm lens, that was configured and calibrated with the camera.  The  
 
temperature measurement range was from –20 to 500oC and approximately 150 images  
 
with audio could be stored on 32 MB compact flash card.  Imagery work was taken in a  
 
helicopter at heights of 458 to 915 meters (1500 to 3000 feet) to attempt to locate areas  
 
of biotic and abiotic stress (Fig. 3).  The helicopter was positioned directly above the  
 
pivot pad so the camera was centered above the plots.  Photographs were always taken  
 
perpendicular to the cotton field. The pixel size of these photographs was around 0.61 x  
 
0.61 meters (2 x 2 feet) and had 3 to 4 plants with each pixel. The camera was used  
 
every two to three weeks to record canopy temperature readings depending on weather  
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and irrigation scheduling. The high cost of the flights and allowing the canopy  
 
development were the contributing factors for the two-week delay between flights.  
 
Thermogram™ software, was used to perform data analysis on the IR camera canopy  
 
temperatures readings. The software was produced by the Indigo™ camera company and  
 
allows for individual plots to be analyzed.  Temperature readings for the IR camera were  
 
taken around solar noon on days when there was sufficient sunlight for solar  
 
radiation to detect plants under stress.  Additionally, a digital camera was always used  
 
to take aerial pictures so that there would be visual references to compare to the IR  
 
camera pictures.    
 
 
 
Fig. 3. Aerial IR camera photographs.  Use of long wave-length infrared camera to 
obtain aerial photographs of cotton, and to detect biotic and abiotic stress at the 
Texas A&M Research and Extension Center. 
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Glyphosate (N-(phophonomethyl) glycine) was applied for weed control at the  
 
four-leaf stage at 0.236 Lha-1 (8 oz per acre) during the growing season as needed using  
 
a Spra-Coupe (ground-rig chemical applicator).  A cultivator and John Deere® tractor  
 
were used for weed control later in the season when crop canopy was small enough to  
 
get a tractor into the field, and chemicals could not be applied due to restrictions.   
 
Glyphosate was also applied late in the season at 0.946 liters per hectare (1 qt per acre)  
 
with a hooded sprayer mounted on a small John Deere® tractor with a 378.5 L (100– 
 
gallon) tank due to the size of the canopy and the crop starting to flower. 
 
The Mepiquat Rate and Time (MEPRT) measuring stick was used measure  
 
internode growth, which helped monitor height and development of cotton.  Mepiquat  
 
Chloride (N,N-dimthylpiperidinium) was added as needed during the course of both  
 
seasons for a total of 1.75 Lha-1 (24 oz per acre) in 2002 and 2.3 Lha-1 (32 oz per acre) in  
 
2003 using a Spra-Coupe. Applications were made on May 27, 2002 and May  
 
19, 2003 at the first square stage at 0.236 liters per hectare (8 oz per acre). 
 
  On September 10, 2002 and August 27, 2003 defoliant was applied to the cotton  
 
field.  The chemical mix used was 0.44 liters (6 ounces) of Ginstar® (N-phenyl-N’-1,2,3- 
 
thiadiazol-5-ylurea and 3-(3,4-dichlorophenyl)-1,1-dimthylurea) combined with 90.8  
 
grams (0.2 pounds) of Dropp® (N-phenyl-N’-1,2,3-thiadiazol-5-ylurea) per hectare,  
 
which was applied using the Spra-Coupe.   
 
A Campbell Pacific Nuclear Corp.™ (CPN) 503 hydroprobe moisture depth  
 
gauge was used to determine soil moisture at different soil depths.  A soil  
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moisture sampler was used to install twenty-four, 38.1 mm (1.5 inch) standard Electrical  
 
Metal Tubing (EMT), which were 3.0 meters (10 feet) long. Soil moisture measurements  
 
were taken on bi-weekly schedules according to weather and irrigation scheduling.  
 
Insect and disease control was achieved using a precision chemical applicator  
 
system (Accu-Pulse). The Accu-Pulse is a center pivot mounted spray system, that  
 
allows for chemical savings by targeting specific areas underneath the pivot rather than  
 
spraying the entire field.  The Accu-Pulse has (110-gallon) a chemical tank that delivers  
 
a minimum of 300 Lha-1 (32 gallons/acre) spray volume, and solves the chemigation  
 
issue.  Chemigation consists of applying chemicals through the main water line when  
 
irrigating crops.  The Accu-Pulse has a separate water line were the chemicals are added,  
 
which is exclusive of the main water line, thereby preventing backflow of chemicals into  
 
the water source.  When insect counts reached measurable levels pre- and post-treatment  
 
counts were made to determine the efficacy the Accu-Pulse and the ground applicator.   
 
The main insects that were monitored in this study were the bollworm (Helicoverpa  
 
zea), budworm (Heliothis virescens), silverleaf whitefly (Bemisia argentifolii), cotton  
 
fleahopper (Pseudatomoscelis seriatus), and cotton aphid (Aphis gossypii). 
  
Dimethoate, (O-O-dimethyl S-methylcarbamoylmethyl phosphorodithioate) at  
 
0.236 liters per hectare (8 oz per acre), was applied with the Accu-Pulse and Spra-Coupe  
 
when insect counts reached threshold levels.  Insect counts were taken daily to monitor  
 
changes in insect populations.  The Boll Weevil Eradication Program called for the  
 
application of four different sprays of Ultra Low Volume (ULV) Malathion (diethyl  
 
(dimethoxyphosphinothioylthio) succinate using a ground-rig sprayer when boll weevils  
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(Anthomonus grandis) were located in the field.  
 
Severe epidemics of Phymatotrichopsis omnivora (root rot) appeared in the  
 
cotton fields during both years of the study.  Although, root rot was not planned for the  
 
study, these areas of biotic stress were monitored with the IRTs and IR camera to  
 
determine if canopy temperature differences could be detected and distinguished from  
 
abiotic (water) stress.  Areas of stress had to be groundtruthed and samples were  
 
analyzed to determine the type of stress (insect, disease, or water).   
 
 On October 3, 2002 and September 11, 2003 a single-row picker was used to  
 
harvest a single 24.4 meter (eighty-foot) pass from each of the plots.  Sample bags were  
 
labeled for each plot, and the individual plots were weighed to record the total amount of  
 
lint cotton produced. 
 
Temperature, yield, and soil moisture data were statistically analyzed by  
 
ANOVA and means were separated by Fisher’s LSD and analyzed at α= 0.05 level.   
 
Regression analysis was run to determine the correlation between lint yield, canopy  
 
temperature, and soil moisture data.  IR camera images were analyzed by the  
 
Thermogram™ software system that was provided by Indigo®.  The IRT mapping  
 
program was used to analyze digital images of IRT scans.  
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RESULTS  
 
Environmental conditions for the 2002 growing season are shown in Fig. 4.  
 
The minimum and maximum temperatures were relatively normal for the area with  
 
highs around 35oC (95oF) and lows around 21oC (70oF).  Maximum temperatures were  
 
higher in June and August.  The irrigation regimes were only imposed during the  
 
months of May and June.  In May the following amounts of irrigation were added:  50.8  
 
mm (2 inches) were added to the 100% ETc, 38.1 mm (1.5 inches) to the 75% ETc, and  
 
25.4 mm (1 inch) to the 50% ETc irrigation regime.   
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Fig. 4.  2002 Weather and irrigation. Environmental conditions and irrigation 
treatments for the 2002 growing season.  Irrigation regimes were imposed during 
the months of May and June, but not in July due to excessive rainfall. 
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In the month of June increased daily temperatures caused increased irrigation.  
 
The following amounts of water were imposed on the treatments:  127 mm (5 inches) to  
 
the 100%, 95.25 mm (3.75 inches) to the 75% regime, and 63.5 mm (2.5 inches) the  
 
50% irrigation regime.  However, July and August received excessive rainfall of 381  
 
mm (15 inches) and 25.4 mm (1 inch), respectively, which prevented the imposition of  
 
differential irrigation regimes throughout the rest of the growing season.  Despite the  
 
excessive rainfall, the early imposition of irrigation regimes affected canopy  
 
temperatures and lint yield results.  
 
Environmental conditions were relatively normal for the 2003 cotton season (Fig.  
 
5).  Temperature highs were around 33.3oC (92oF) and the lows around 18.3oC (65oF).   
 
Differential irrigation regimes were imposed in May, and rainfall amounts totaled  
 
around 25.4 mm. The 100% ETc regime received 50.8 mm (2 inches) of irrigation, the  
 
75% ETc 38.1 mm (1.5 inches), and the 50% ETc 25.4 mm (1 inch).  June received  
 
approximately 101.6 mm (4 inches) of rainfall.  Subsequently, the following amounts of  
 
irrigation were imposed:  82 mm (3.25 inches) in the 100% ETc regime, 64 mm (2.5  
 
inches) in the 75% ETc regime, and 41.9 mm (1.65 inches) in the 50% ETc regime.  In  
 
the month of July rainfall totaled 190 mm (7 inches); however, all three irrigation  
 
regimes were imposed for the remainder of the growing season. The 100% ETc regime  
 
received 74.6 mm (3 inches), the 75% ETc regime 55.8 mm (2.25 inches), and the 50%  
 
ETc regime received 37.3 mm (1.5 inches) of irrigation.  In August the 100% regime  
 
received 40.6 mm (1.60 inches), the 75% regime received 30.7 mm (1.21 inches), and  
 
the 50% regime 20.3 mm (0.80 inches) of irrigation.  The weather and irrigation results  
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for the 2003 growing season are depicted in Fig. 5. 
 
 
 
0
20
40
60
80
100
120
140
160
180
200
April May June July August
R
ai
nf
al
l a
nd
 Ir
rig
at
io
n 
(m
m
) 
0
5
10
15
20
25
30
35
40
Te
m
pe
ra
tu
re
 (o
C
)
ETc Rain  100%ETc 75% ETc Irr. 50% MAX TEMP MIN TEMP
 
Fig. 5.  2003 Weather and irrigation. Environmental conditions and irrigation 
treatments for the 2003 growing season show relatively normal temperatures.  
Irrigation regimes were imposed in May through July despite rainfall amounts that 
occurred in July. 
 
 
 
The 2002 season only allowed IRT scans to be conducted in June due to  
 
excessive rainfall and unfavorable weather conditions that occurred in the month of July.   
 
The IRT scans show changes in canopy temperature as the cotton canopy developed  
 
(Fig. 6).  On June 11, no significant canopy temperature differences were detected  
 
between the 50% and 75% ETc regimes, while 100% ETc had significantly lower  
 
temperature than the other two regimes.  The canopy temperatures for June 11 showed  
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the 100%, 75% and 50% ETc irrigation regimes were 34.8, 38.1, and 40.3oC,  
 
respectively.   The June 14 scan showed no significant differences in temperature  
 
between the 75% and 100% ETc regime with the canopy temperatures being 30.2 and  
 
29.2oC, respectively.  However, the 50% ETc with a mean canopy temperature of 33oC  
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Figure 6.  2002 IRT canopy temperature readings.  The 2002 IRT scans were only 
conducted during the month of June due to excessive rainfall amounts that 
occurred in July.  
 
 
 
was significantly warmer than the other two irrigation regimes.  Plants irrigated at this  
 
ETc regime had a hotter canopy due to differential irrigation affecting canopy coverage.  
 
The overall decreased canopy temperatures on June 14 and 17 were due to small rainfall  
 
amounts and irrigation that cooled the canopy.   
 
No significant differences were detected between the 75% and 100% ETc  
 
regimes, and no significant differences were found between the 50% and 75% ETc  
 23
 
regimes.  The canopy temperature readings for the 100% ETc, 75% ETc, and 50% ETc  
 
were 26.1, 27.7 and 29.3oC, which shows dramatic decreases from early in canopy  
 
development.  These decreased temperatures were due to irrigation being imposed prior  
 
to the June 17 scan.  On June 21, significant differences existed between all three  
 
irrigation regimes with the 100% ETc regime being 32.3oC, 75% ETc being 34.3oC, and  
 
the 50% ETc being 39.4oC.  Extremely high air temperatures caused canopy  
 
temperatures to be relatively high.  Similar results are shown on June 25 when  
 
significant differences were noted between all three irrigation regimes. Before excessive  
 
rainfall amounts started to occur the scan on June 27 showed no significant differences  
 
between the 75% (29.0oC) and 100% ETc (28.6oC) irrigation regimes, respectively.   
 
Also, no significant differences were detected between the 50% and 75% ETc irrigation  
 
regimes with the canopy temperature being around 29.6oC.  The trend from the canopy  
 
temperatures obtained with the IRTs showed that the 50% ETc irrigation regime was  
 
always numerically higher than that of the 75% and 100% ETc regimes. Pivot-mounted  
 
IRTs were effective in detecting crop canopy temperature differences between the three  
 
irrigation regimes.  The IRT mapping program was able to illustrate visual color images  
 
of the IRT scans.  This increase in canopy temperature for the 50% ETc regime may  
 
have resulted from a decrease in plant water availability caused by the differential  
 
irrigation regimes.  The canopy temperature readings showed a high correlation to the  
 
lint yield results (r2=-0.98), with decreased temperatures having increased lint yields. 
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Fig. 7. 2003 IRT canopy temperature readings. Weekly IRT canopy temperature 
readings were taken for the three different ETc regimes in a cotton field.  
 
 
 
IRT canopy temperatures for the 2003 growing season are depicted in Fig. 7.   
 
During the first two scans, June 17 and 23, no significant differences in IRT canopy  
 
temperatures were found among the irrigation regimes. The canopy temperatures for  
 
June 17 were 35.9oC for the 100% ETc, 35.9oC for the 75%, and 36.3oC for the 50%  
 
ETc regime, respectively.  This lack of differences in canopy temperatures were likely  
 
due to rainfall in the early stages of canopy development or too much soil background.   
 
On July 3, the canopy temperatures for the 100% ETc, 75% ETc, and 50% ETc were  
 
34.5, 34.8, and 37.2oC, respectively.  During early July canopy temperature for the 50%  
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ETc regime started to show marked increases due to the differential irrigation. On July  
 
11, the IRT scan showed significant differences between the 100% (36.0oC) and 50%  
 
(37.2oC) ETc regimes. The IRT scan on July 21 and 29 failed to show differences  
 
between the three irrigation regimes.  This lack of temperature difference was due to  
 
rainfall amounts that occurred which caused the canopy temperatures to decrease.   
 
Similar results were obtained on July 29; however, at the end of the growing season on  
 
August 6 differences were detected between the 100% and 75% ETc regimes with the  
 
canopy temperatures being 37.3 and 38.3oC, while the temperature of the 50% ETc  
 
regime was significantly higher (42.1oC) than the other two regimes.  
 
Biotic stress (Phymatotrichopsis omnivora) was present within the field and the  
 
disease caused increased canopy temperatures.  The pivot mounted IRTs were not able  
 
to detect differences between biotic (root rot) and abiotic (water) stress in 2002 and  
 
2003.  As mentioned in the materials and methods, the inability to discern differences  
 
between the two types of stresses can be attributed to the large pixel size of the IRTs,  
 
which averages canopy temperature of twenty-five plants to determine the overall  
 
pixel temperature value.  Root rot was present in all three irrigation regimes, but the  
 
IRTs were not able to successfully distinguish root rot stress early or late in the season  
 
from water stress. The IRTs detected increased canopy temperatures at the end of the  
 
season when root rot plants started to desiccate and die, but no pattern was detected with  
 
areas where root rot was present.   
  
During the 2002 growing season, the IR camera was able to detect biotic and  
 
abiotic stress with the assistance of groundtruthing ( Figs. 8 and 9).  The IR  
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Fig. 8. 2002 IR camera and digital aerial photograph for July 29.  IR images 
illustrate temperature differences between the irrigation regimes, and the detection 
of root rot stress before symptoms can be visually detected. 
 
 
 
Fig. 9.  2002 IR camera canopy temperature images for August 16.  Late season 
images show increased temperatures for root rot areas and the canopy 
temperatures for the irrigation regimes. 
 27
camera was able to distinguish canopy temperature differences between the irrigation  
 
regimes.  Only two flights were conducted for IR detection during the 2002 growing  
 
season due to excessive rainfall early in development and camera availability.  The first  
 
IR flight was conducted on July 29. There were no significant differences in canopy  
 
temperatures between the 100% (31.8oC) and 75% (32.1oC) ETc irrigation regime, but  
 
the canopy temperature for 50% (33.1oC) ETc regime was significantly higher (Fig. 10). 
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Fig. 10.  2002 IR camera canopy temperature readings.  The IR camera detected 
canopy temperatures on only two flights due to scheduling and weather conditions.   
 
 
 
Canopy temperatures on August 16 were 27.5oC for the 100% ETc, 28.4oC for  
 
the 75% ETc, and 30.6oC for the 50% ETc irrigation regimes, respectively (Fig. 10).   
 
Although, there were significant differences in canopy temperatures between all three of  
 
the irrigation regimes, the differences between 100% and 75% ETc was smaller  
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compared to the 50% ETc regime.  
 
In addition, the IR camera was able to detect temperature differences due to  
 
root rot before signs could be detected visually.  By using the Thermogram™ software  
 
the canopy temperature on July 29 for root rot areas was 33.5oC for the 75% and 100%  
 
regimes, while the average temperature for these regimes was 31.5oC.  On August 16,  
 
the root rot canopy temperature areas were 32 to 35oC (Fig. 9).  The average canopy  
 
temperature for the irrigation regimes at that time was around 30oC.  Additionally, no  
 
relationship was found between the percent of root rot development and the amount of  
 
water applied through the irrigation regimes.  However, the IR camera was able to detect  
 
temperature changes throughout the field.   
 
  The IR camera was also able to detect canopy temperature differences between  
 
all three of the irrigation regimes for the 2003 season (Fig. 11). The IR camera canopy  
 
readings showed significant differences between all three irrigation regimes for the May  
 
15 and June 3.  For May 15, the canopy temperatures were 38.0, 39.0, and 40.4oC for the  
 
100% ETc, 75% ETc and 50% ETc irrigation regimes, respectively.  These temperatures  
 
were higher than normal due to bare soil.  However, on June 13 no differences in canopy  
 
temperature were detected between any of the three irrigation regimes with the canopy  
 
temperatures being 18.1, 18.6 and 18.9oC (100% ETc, 75% ETc, and 50% ETc,  
 
respectively) for the three irrigation regimes as canopy closure occurred.  The canopy  
 
temperatures were relatively low due to June rainfall amounts (Fig. 5) that decreased the  
 
canopy temperature of the cotton.  The increased air temperature affected the readings  
 
obtained on the July 3 flight as indicated by increasing canopy temperatures, which  
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showed significant differences between all three of the irrigation regimes. The 100%  
 
ETc regime had a canopy temperature of 28.1oC, the 75% ETc regime was 28.2oC, and  
 
the 50% ETc regime was 31.7oC.  The next flight on July 22 failed to show differences  
 
in canopy temperatures between the 75% and 100% ETc irrigation regimes (Fig. 11).   
 
However, the canopy temperature of the 50% ETc irrigation regime was significantly  
 
higher than the other two regimes.      
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Fig. 11. 2003 IR camera canopy temperature readings. Cotton canopy temperature 
readings were taken throughout the season with IR camera.   
 
 
 
The August 6 flight showed canopy temperatures of the 100% (28.5oC) and 75%  
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ETc (28.7oC) regime with no significant differences, while the 50% ETc (32.4oC) regime  
 
had a significantly warmer canopy temperature.  This trend was visible in the August 21 
 
flight as well as canopy temperatures were 30.7, 31.3, and 33.7oC in the respective  
 
irrigation regimes. End of the season canopy temperatures were higher due to the plants  
 
starting to desiccate and die.  IR camera canopy temperatures show that decreased  
 
canopy temperatures can be reflected in higher lint yields in cotton.  This was illustrated  
 
with the 75% and 100% having decreased canopy and higher lint yields when compared  
 
to the 50% regime.  
 
The IR camera was able to detect biotic (root rot) from abiotic (water) stress with  
 
the assistance of groundtruthing (Fig. 12).  The root rot was detected on June 13, which  
 
was very early in development and before visual signs could be detected (Fig. 12).  At  
 
that time field canopy temperatures were 18 to 19oC, but distinct patches were found in  
 
the field that had temperatures that ranged from 28oC to 32oC.  Early in canopy  
 
development there was a 10 to 12oC temperature differential from the normal canopy  
 
temperature of the imposed irrigation regimes, which were also reduced due to rainfall  
 
amounts.  However, later in the season the average temperature differences between the  
 
root rot areas and the canopy temperature of the irrigation regimes ranged from 3 to 4oC  
 
as canopy temperatures increased in the areas where root rot developed.  The IR camera  
 
was actually detecting root rot in these areas before it could be seen visually with the  
 
digital aerial photograph.   
 
Midseason results (July 22) illustrate that the canopy temperatures for the root  
 
rot areas were starting to increase (Fig. 13).  When IR images were compared to the  
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digital aerial photograph pictures two small areas could be visually detected.  
 
Examination of the IR image showed the root rot areas were continuing to develop and  
 
were affecting plants in different areas of the field.  The average canopy temperatures for  
 
the irrigation regimes was from 27 to 29oC, while the canopy temperature for the root rot  
 
stressed areas ranged from +5oC to +6oC, which indicated these plants would likely  
 
desiccate due to disease development.  The white areas in Fig. 13 show the areas of root  
 
rot in the field. The wide temperature range can be attributed to plants different stages of  
 
disease severity. 
 
 
 
Fig. 12.  Early season IR camera and digital aerial photograph. Early season results 
show there were increased canopy temperatures in the field due to the IR camera 
(left) detecting root rot before seen visually  (right). 
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Fig. 13.  Mid-season IR camera and digital aerial photograph. Mid-season results 
show that root rot areas continued to spread throughout the field and canopy 
temperatures continued to increase due to plant desiccation. 
 
 
 
Late season results (August 21) reveal differences between root rot and water  
 
stress.  The digital aerial photograph showed the progressive spread of root rot through  
 
the cotton field and its impact on cotton development (Fig. 14). The canopy temperature  
 
for the root rot areas ranged from 35 up to 40oC, with the higher temperatures reflecting  
 
eventual plant death. 
 
The 2003 soil moisture readings taken throughout the growing season are  
 
depicted in Fig. 15.  On June 18 no differences were detected between any of the three  
 
irrigation regimes.  Soil moisture percentages were 20.2 for the 100% ETc, 19.96 for the  
 
75% ETc, and 20.03 for the 50% ETc regimes. The June 20 readings also failed to show  
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differences between the 75% and 50% ETc regimes, but the 100% ETc regime had a  
 
 
 
Fig. 14. Late season IR camera and digital aerial photograph. Late season results 
show the spread of root rot and illustrate that the IR camera was able to detect 
biotic and abiotic stress.  Root rot development can be predicted when comparing 
the digital image (right) to the early season IR camera image (left). 
 
 
 
significantly higher percentage of moisture in the soil (20.97).  Samplings on June 25  
 
and 27 showed the same trend as June 20 with significant differences only being  
 
detected in the 100% ETc regime, and no significant differences being detected in the  
 
75% and 50% ETc regimes.  Samplings on July 1 and 3 showed a decrease in soil  
 
moisture for the 50% ETc regime and differences were detected between all three  
 
irrigation regimes.  On July 9, no differences in soil moisture were recorded in the 75%  
 
and 50% ETc regimes, and this trend continued on into July 30.  No differences in soil  
 
moisture were detected between the previous irrigation regimes, due to rainfall that  
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occurred during this time period.  Significant differences were detected for all three  
 
irrigation regimes on August 14.  The 100% ETc was 20.78, the 75% was 20.56, and the  
 
50% was 20.21.  Significant differences in percent soil moisture were achieved for the  
 
rest of the growing season in all three irrigation regimes. The 100% ETc regime had  
 
significantly higher percent soil moisture for the entire growing season (Fig. 15), and  
 
there were significant differences detected between the 50% and 75% ETc regimes  
 
except when rainfall events occurred.   
 
Soil moisture differences during 2003 for the three irrigation regimes are  
 
illustrated on a bi-weekly basis in APPENDIX B.  The deeper depths from 120 cm to  
 
220 cm show that the percent soil moisture remained constant between the three  
 
irrigation regimes up to July 3.  However, the shallower depths of 20 cm to 100 cm,  
 
illustrates that the percent soil moisture varied greatly between the irrigation regimes and  
 
between dates.  Early in the season the differences were minimal between the three ETc  
 
regimes, but as the season progressed the differences became more evident, with the  
 
100% ETc regime having the highest percent soil moisture.  Generally, the 75% ETc  
 
regime had higher percent soil moisture content of the three ETc regimes, but some  
 
results (Fig. 15) show the 50% ETc regime has increased soil moisture at various depths  
 
(Figs B. 1 thru 16).  This increase in soil moisture in the 50% regime was due to rainfall  
 
amounts that occurred in early July.  The end season results show differences  
 
being evident between the irrigation regimes with the 100% ETc regime having the  
 
highest percent soil moisture followed by the 75% ETc regime, and the 50% ETc regime  
 
having the lowest percent soil moisture.  There was a positive correlation between  
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percent soil moisture and lint yield (r2=0.98). 
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Fig. 15. Percent soil moisture for cotton growing season.  The 2003 percent soil 
moisture was determined by using a hydroprobe moisture depth gauge throughout 
growing season.  Significant differences were recorded between the three irrigation 
regimes, standard errors are represented by vertical bars. 
 
 
 
For the 2002 growing season no significant differences in lint yield were found  
 
between the 75% and 100% ETc regimes, while the 50% regime yielded significantly  
 
less.  This 30% yield reduction in the 50% regime when compared to the 100% regime  
 
was also associated with increased canopy temperatures from the IR camera and IRTs  
 
readings of this regime. Yields were 1832 kg/ha (1636 lb/acre), 2375 kg/ha (2121  
 
lb/acre), and 2611 kg/ha (2332 lb/acre) for the 50%, 75%, and 100% ETc treatments,  
 
respectively (Fig. 16). Despite excessive rainfall, differential irrigation early in  
 
development affected cotton boll development, which is shown by yield differences 
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between the irrigation regimes.  There was a significant negative correlation between  
 
lint yield and average canopy temperature with the IRTs (r2= -0.98) and IR camera  
 
(r2=-0.99). 
 
 
Fig. 16.  Lint yield results. Lint yield comparison for the different irrigation 
regimes:  There were no significant differences between the 75% and 100% ETc 
irrigation regimes for either years of the study.  
 
 
  
For the 2003 growing season no significant differences in lint yield were found  
 
between the 75% and 100% ETc regimes (Fig. 16).  Yield from the 50% and 75%  
 
ETc regimes also were not significantly different for this season. However, yield was  
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significantly reduced at 50% ETc compared to the 100% ETc regimes.  The 26% yield  
 
reduction in the 50% ETc was associated with increased canopy temperatures, deficit  
 
irrigation, and decreased soil moisture of this regime.  Yields were 1816 kg/ha (1622  
 
lb/acre), 2139 kg/ha (1910 lb/acre), and 2450 kg/ha (2188 lb/acre) for the 50%, 75%,  
 
and 100% ETc treatments, respectively.  Yield results from both years indicate that  
 
deficit irrigation had no impact on yield and water savings are possible up to 75% ETc.   
 
Also, decreased canopy temperatures and increased lint yields were directly correlated.   
 
A negative correlation was detected between the IR camera temperature readings and  
 
lint yield for 2003 (r2=-0.88).   IRTs also detected a similar negative correlation between  
 
canopy temperature and lint yield (r2=-0.88).    
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DISCUSSION 
 
 Environmental conditions for the 2002 growing season were relatively normal  
 
through the month of June.  All irrigation regimes were imposed until excessive rainfall  
 
occurred in the month of July.  However, since deficit irrigation was imposed early in  
 
the growing season, the lint yields were decreased significantly in the 50% ETc regime.   
 
The 2003 season showed optimal environmental temperatures (18 to 35oC) for growing  
 
conditions.  Despite heavy rainfall amounts that fell in July the irrigation regimes were  
 
imposed for the remainder of the growing season. Since, the soil profile only holds a  
 
certain amount of water depending on the soil type, after irrigation and rainfall events  
 
the field capacity of the soil was reached, crop water use was zeroed to begin recording  
 
water loss from the crop.  The excessive rainfall amounts that occurred caused run-off  
 
and the crop never received excessive water due to the saturation of the soil.  The deficit  
 
irrigation in the 50% ETc regime for this experiment had a direct impact of canopy  
 
temperature, lint yield, and soil moisture.   
 
  This experiment showed that IRTs were successful in detecting increased canopy  
 
temperatures differences among irrigation regimes.  The results from both years of the  
 
study show that the infrared thermometry (IRT) is excellent tool for monitoring plant  
 
stress.  Plant canopy temperature has been recognized as a sensitive indicator of plant  
 
water status, which has led to the development of stress related indices based on the  
 
difference between plant canopy and ambient air temperature (Idso, 1982).  The results  
 
from this study support findings by Moran et al., (1997) that the IRTs are very effective  
 
in detecting water stress in plants.   
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The IRT mapping program that was developed illustrated color digital images  
 
of each IRT scan.  On June 11, 2002 the IRT scans showed decreased canopy  
 
temperature differences in the 100% ETc regime as compared to the 75% and 50% ETc  
 
regime (Fig. 6).  Over-irrigation occurred due to Penman-Monteith equation over  
 
estimating ETo and Kc not developed for the geographic region of this study. The 100%  
 
regime always had significantly higher percent soil moisture than the other two moisture  
 
regimes.  Increased canopy temperatures early in development can be associated with the  
 
IRTs detecting bare soil and decreased soil moisture availability. Measurements of soil  
 
surface temperatures were conducted with IRTs to detect radiation of heat from different  
 
soil types, which illustrated that different soils radiated higher amounts of heat (Ham and  
 
Senock, 1992).  Results shown by Ham and Senock (1992) illustrated that IRTs were not  
 
able to correct for the emissivity of the different soil types.  These results can explain  
 
how the high soil temperatures affected canopy temperature readings in this experiment  
 
early in the season.  McGuire et al. (1989), after reviewing studies concerning infrared  
 
temperature measurements, stated that sensor angle, canopy structure, and percentage  
 
ground cover can affect the thermal output of a thermal sensor.  Nielsen and Anderson  
 
(1989) avoided the influence of viewed-soil temperature by calculating the crop water  
 
stress index for single leaf temperatures.  Their technique allowed for rapidly assessing  
 
plant water status with incomplete canopies.  In our experiment increased canopy  
 
temperatures occurred when bare soil was detected early in canopy development.  Also,  
 
no significant differences were detected between the 100% and 75% ETc irrigation  
 
regimes, suggesting that the amount of irrigation applied in the 75% irrigation regimes  
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was sufficient to maintain canopy temperatures at the same non-yield limiting values as  
 
were present in the 100% ETc regime.  However, the scans on July 21 and 25 (2002)  
 
showed significant differences between canopy temperatures for all three irrigation  
 
regimes, and canopy temperatures were extremely high compared to previous readings.   
 
The extreme canopy temperature increases can be associated with the elevated air  
 
temperature, which was 38oC (100oF) for a four-day period. The combination of extreme  
 
air temperatures and timing of irrigation caused increased canopy temperatures for these  
 
days.  Results for the 2002 season illustrate that canopy temperatures for 50% ETc  
 
regime were always numerically or significantly higher than the 75% and 100% ETc  
 
regimes for every scan conducted.  The IRTs temperature trend indicates that the 50%  
 
ETc regime canopy temperatures were affected by the differential imposed irrigation.   
 
Plants within this regime were unable to acquire sufficient water, which altered the soil- 
 
plant-water airflow continuum and consequently the crop was prevented from  
 
transpiring and releasing heat, which causes canopy temperatures to increase and cellular  
 
damage to occur. The excessive rainfall that occurred in July inhibited imposition of  
 
irrigation treatments and IRT scans were not conducted for the remainder of the year due  
 
to the crop remaining unstressed.  However, deficit-irrigation imposed early in the  
 
growing season in the 50% regime had a significant yield reduction. 
 
For the 2003 season weekly IRT canopy temperature readings showed similar  
 
trends when compared to the 2002 season.  However, readings were taken throughout  
 
the season despite rainfall amounts that occurred in July (Fig. 5).  The lack of significant  
 
differences among the differential treatments on June 17 and 23 was probably due to  
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early season rainfall amounts that cooled canopy temperatures. Past research has shown  
 
that canopy temperatures decrease during irrigation (Wanjura and Mahan, 1994) and  
 
rainfall events.  Burke and Upchurch (1989) stated that cotton canopy temperatures  
 
tracked air temperature up to 27.5oC until decreased transpiration (water stress) caused  
 
canopy temperatures to increase.  This was illustrated in this experiment when air  
 
temperatures increased above 32oC in the month of July 2003.  These increased air  
 
temperatures affected the irrigation regimes and consequently crop canopy temperatures  
 
were directly affected.  Higher soil moisture levels at 75% and 100% regimes were  
 
associated with decreased canopy temperatures, while the 50% regime had decreased  
 
soil moisture, which caused increased canopy temperatures.  
 
IRT can be a useful tool in determining canopy temperatures for individual  
 
plants or small random areas due to the 1:1 height to view angle ratio.  A grower or  
 
consultant can use this technology to determine temperatures in random areas of the field  
 
and to schedule irrigation events.  This recommendation was previously illustrated by  
 
Wanjura et al. (1992) who determined irrigation scheduling according to canopy  
 
temperatures not falling within the optimal (23 to 31oC) temperature range for cotton.   
 
Michels et al. (1999) were able to use IRTs to detect but not distinguish between  
 
greenbug infestations and water stress in winter wheat.  Similarly, results from this  
 
experiment show that the IRTs were not able to distinguish between irrigation stress and  
 
root rot stress.  Twenty-five plants were averaged to determine the mean temperature  
 
value of the pixel and since there are 4.5-meter (15-feet) gaps between IRTs, the  
 
resolution decreases and the entire field canopy temperature cannot be recorded.  All of  
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these factors combined affected the readings of the IRTs.   We expect that improvements  
 
in the IRTs pixel size configuration could enhance IRT’s ability to distinguish between  
 
biotic and abiotic stress. 
 
 This experiment showed that the IR camera detected abiotic stress in cotton.   
 
This finding is in agreement with Mass et al. (1999), who demonstrated that aerial  
 
remote sensing imagery could detect stressed vegetation when irrigation was reduced in  
 
specified plots, while Nilsson (1995) showed that biotic stress could be detected through  
 
remote sensing techniques in barley( Aegilops L.).   
 
In 2003 the IR camera was used on six different flights at three-week intervals  
 
throughout the growing season.   Wanjura and Mahan (1994) documented that water  
 
status increased the canopy temperature as water status was decreased between different  
 
irrigation regimes.  However, results from this experiment show that no differences in  
 
canopy temperature were detected between 75% and 100% ETc regimes, and usually  
 
had a temperature range of 25 to 31oC.  Wanjura and Mahan (1994) established that this  
 
was the optimal temperature range for cotton.  Temperatures in areas where root rot was  
 
detected were 3 to 4oC hotter than the 75% and 100% regimes early in the season, but as  
 
the season progressed the canopy temperatures for the root rot areas became 10oC hotter  
 
than the irrigation regimes (APPENDIX A Figure 4, 8).  The increase in canopy  
 
temperatures can be attributed to plants affected by root rot starting to desiccate and die.   
 
The canopy temperature differences detected at the end of the season were minimal  
 
between the root rot and irrigation stressed areas due to plants desiccating and dying.   
 
The majority of the flights failed to show significant differences between the 75% and  
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100% irrigation regimes for canopy temperature (Fig. 11).  The lack of differences in  
 
temperature can be attributed to the 100% ETc model being over-irrigated due to  
 
inaccuracy of estimation by the Penman-Monteith formula.  The results from the 75%  
 
irrigation regime support this statement by maintaining decreased canopy temperatures  
 
and comparable lint yields with less water.  The tendency of all days at which the IR  
 
camera readings were determined was for the canopy temperature to increase as the  
 
availability of moisture decreased.  Often no differences were noted between the 75%  
 
and 100% ETc regimes, but usually the canopy temperature of the 50% ETc regime was  
 
increased relative to the other regimes.   The IR camera is a very effective type of  
 
remote sensing that covers large acreage in short time periods and has the ability to  
 
detect significant canopy temperature differences between irrigation regimes. 
 
 Nilsson (1995) showed that disease detection in barley was possible through  
 
image analysis and remote sensing tools.  Aerial digital imagery was also able to detect  
 
oak wilt by the different color schemes that were detected when oak wilt was present  
 
(Everitt et al. 1999).   Color infrared images have also been successful in detecting  
 
Phytophthora (root rot) in cranberry (Vaccinium spp.) fields, which help determine  
 
disease estimates (Pozdnyakova et al. 2002).   The 2002 and 2003 results in the current  
 
experiment showed a similar response to previously reported studies with the IR aerial  
 
camera detecting root rot areas early in development.  Biotic stress was detected with the  
 
IR camera before visual signs were expressed, although the areas had to be  
 
groundtruthed to determine the type of stress.  Since this was the first time in five years  
 
(2002) the field had been planted in cotton, small areas of root rot were present in the  
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field during the 2002 season.  Root rot spread was less than in 2003, which can be  
 
attributed to a buildup and subsequent spread of mycelia and sclerotia in the soil that  
 
became more pronounced in 2003.  The canopy temperature increased following root rot  
 
invasion of the plant causing desiccation.  This is due to sclerotia, which germinate to  
 
produce strand growth and move along contiguous root systems through the soil causing  
 
infection (Rush et al., 1984).      
 
The mid-season IR camera images showed increased canopy temperatures and  
 
the infected areas beginning to spread.  However, no visual canopy differences  
 
were detected. It was late in the season before visual differences could be noticed  
 
with the digital aerial images.  Throughout the season the IR camera was always able  
 
to detect temperature differences between biotic and abiotic stress with the assistance of  
 
groundtruthing.  Despite increased canopy temperatures at the end of the growing season  
 
caused by desiccation and decreased irrigation, the IR camera was still able to  
 
distinguish between biotic and abiotic stress.  Early season detection of plant stress had  
 
been previously illustrated by imagery techniques, which were demonstrated to be  
 
effective indicators of plant stress (Chaerle and Straeten, 2000). Results from the present  
 
experiment support their research as the IR camera detected biotic and abiotic stresses  
 
before there were seen visually early in the growing season.  A comparison of the early  
 
season IR images to those of late season digital aerial images show that the IR camera  
 
was able to detect root rot areas.  If a grower or consultant could use IR data to detect  
 
areas that had canopy temperatures above the optimal temperature range (23 to 31oC),  
 
these areas could be groundtruthed to determine if root rot was present.   Root rot  
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has no economically feasible cure, so irrigation could be cut or minimized in these areas  
 
to save water.  Since water is such a valuable commodity, and restrictions have been  
 
placed on the amount of water that growers can pump in a year in the Edwards aquifer  
 
region, this would be a valuable tool for growers to conserve water and to determine  
 
infected areas in fields for future planning.    
  
Decreased lint yields in the 50% regime can likely be attributed to limited  
 
photosynthetic assimilate ability for plant growth and boll development (Krieg, 1997)  
 
imposed by drought stress.  Krieg and Sung (1986) determined that drought decreases  
 
the number of leaves on the sympodial branches of cotton.  This factor causes increased  
 
canopy temperatures, decreased canopy size, and reduced photosynthetic rates (Daniel et  
 
al. 1999).  In our experiment, the 50% regime had increased canopy temperatures,  
 
decreased lint yields, and reduced canopy compared to the other two irrigation regimes.   
 
Percent soil moisture was only taken during the 2003 growing season.  The  
 
neutron probe has been used to schedule irrigations in cotton according to soil moisture  
 
readings for surface and drip irrigation (Janat and Somi, 2001). In this experiment,  
 
greater depths (120 to 220 cm) showed minimal differences between the three irrigation  
 
regimes, which agrees with previous research conducted by Abassi et al. (2003).  The  
 
lack of differences between irrigation regimes can be attributed to the soil profile  
 
holding water at deeper depths.  The shallower (20 to 100 cm) depths showed a wide  
 
fluctuation in percent soil moisture as determined by the neutron probe.  At the more  
 
shallow depths the soil dried out faster and plants could utilize the water that has a closer  
 
proximity to the root system.  Burnett and Fisher (1954) reported that soil moisture is  
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needed in the top 30 cm of soil for crop establishment, but cotton yields are more  
 
directly correlated with moisture stored between 30 and 90 cm below the soil surface.   
 
This observation helps explain the fluctuations in percent soil moisture content at  
 
shallower depths in this experiment.  The imposition of irrigation regimes and rainfall  
 
amounts that occurred throughout the growing season had a direct effect on the percent  
 
soil moisture present at shallower depths (Figs B. 1 thru 16).  The timing of soil moisture  
 
is critical at planting time and during flowering for increasing lint yields and maintaining  
 
a cool canopy temperature (Mauney and Stewart, 1986). Similar results are shown in this  
 
experiment with decreased lint yields and higher canopy temperatures in the 50% ETc  
 
regime where soil moisture was lacking compared to the other two irrigation regimes.   
 
The Penman-Monteith requires crop coefficients to determine ETc.  The crop  
 
coefficients (Kc) used in this experiment are based upon data from Bushland, Texas, and  
 
the results obtained from this experiment indicate over estimated irrigation in this area.   
 
The 50% and 75% regimes showed no differences in soil moisture content when rainfall  
 
events occurred, but the 100% regime always had significantly higher soil moisture  
 
content.  Also, the 75% regime had less percent soil moisture content than the 100%  
 
regime, but canopy temperatures and yields were not decreased in this regime.  The  
 
results indicate that the Penman-Monteith formula overestimated ETc requirements, and  
 
the water that was applied to the 100% regime was not all used by the crop. 
 
Since water is such a valuable commodity in the Edwards aquifer region, the  
 
water saved in the 75% regime compared to 100% ETc can save growers water for other  
 
crops or to sell.  The 2002 and 2003 lint yield results showed no significant differences  
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between the 100% and 75% ETc regimes.  This indicates that water savings are possible  
 
in the 75% ETc without yield depletion.  The decreased lint yields and increased canopy  
 
temperature results from the 50% ETc regime in this experiment support this  
 
observation.  Deficit irrigation imposed early in the development of the crop, and  
 
maintained throughout much of the fruiting period may result in early cutout that occurs  
 
when plants water deficit falls below the level needed to support positive cellular turgor  
 
necessary for growth (Mauney and Stewart, 1986).    
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
The Penman-Monteith formula and Kc overestimated irrigation in the 100%  
 
ETc regime.  This statement is supported by the presence of increased percent soil  
 
moisture in the 100% regime, while the canopy temperatures and lint yields showed no  
 
significant differences between the 75% and 100% regime. Modifications to Kc and the  
 
Penman-Monteith formula for different areas and environmental conditions can prevent  
 
over irrigation.  Since water is such a valuable commodity in the Edwards aquifer region  
 
these modifications can prevent growers from over irrigating.  Water savings were  
 
possible without yield depletion in the 75% regime. Thus growers can reduce irrigation  
 
costs or apply water to other crops later in the season.  Both types of remote sensing  
 
tools were able to detect water stress within the irrigation regimes, which provides  
 
growers or consultants tools to more effectively manage water stress within fields.  
 
However, the cost of these two tools varies greatly and expenses have to be justified.   
 
The IR camera can also detect biotic stress before it can be seen visually.  Irrigation can  
 
be subsequently cut in diseased areas to save growers money. The IRTs can detect water  
 
stress as shown in this study, but lack the capability of detecting biotic stress due  
 
to their poor resolution.  Improvements to the IRTs could enhance their ability to detect  
 
stress and provide growers and scientists with a low cost instrument that can be used as a  
 
very effective remote sensing tool.  Using remote sensing tools in conjunction with other  
 
crop data can enhance the knowledge of spatial variability in fields and yields.  Although  
 
site-specific management practices are becoming effective management tools, the high  
 
costs limit grower use.  However if cost can be minimized, these practices will become  
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part of everyday farming practices.    
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 50
REFERENCES 
 
Abassi, F., J. Feyen, R.L. Roth, M. Sheedy, and M.T. van Genuchten. 2003. Water flow 
and solute transport in furrow-irrigated fields. Irrigation Science 22: 57-65. 
 
Abdelhadi, A.W., T. Hata, H. Tanakamaru, A. Tada, and M.A. Tariq. 2000.  Estimation  
of crop water requirements in arid region using Penman-Monteith equation with 
derived crop coefficients: A case study on Acala cotton in Sudan Gezira irrigated 
scheme.  Agricultural Water Management 45: 203-214. 
 
Barrett, M.E. 1999. Complying with the Edwards Aquifer rules: Technical guidance on  
best management practices/prepared for Field Operations Division, Austin, 
Texas: Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission 1: RG-348. (variously 
paged). 
 
Bordovsky, J.P., W.M. Lyle, R.J. Lascano, and D.R. Upchurch. 1992. Cotton irrigation  
 management with LEPA systems.  Transactions of the ASAE 35(3): 879-884.  
 
Bugbee, B., M. Droter, O. Monje, and B. Tanner.  1999.  Evaluation and modification of 
commercial infra-red transducers for leaf temperature measurement.  Advances 
in Space Research. 22:1425-1434 . 
 
Burke, J.J., J. L. Hatfield, and D. F. Wanjura.  1990. A thermal stress index for cotton. 
Agron. J.  82: 526-530. 
 
Burke, J.J., J.R. Mahan, and J.L. Hatfield. 1988. Crop-specific thermal kinetic windows 
in relation to heat and cotton biomass production.  Agron. J. 80: 553-556. 
 
Burke, J.J. and D.R. Upchurch. 1989. Leaf temperature and transpirational control in 
cotton.  Environmental and Experimental Botany 29: 487-492. 
 
Burnett, E., and E.C. Fisher. 1954.  Correlation of soil moisture and soil physics. Soil 
Sci. Soc. Am. Proc. 18: 127-129. 
 
Chaerle, L. and D. van der Straeten. 2000.  Imaging techniques and the early detection of 
plant stress.  Trends in Plant Science 5: 495-501. 
 
Daniel, J.B., A.O. Abaye, M.M. Alley, C.W. Adcock, and J.C. Maitland. 1999. Winter 
annual cover crops in a Virginia no-till cotton production system: Cover crop and 
tillage effects on soil moisture, cotton yield, and cotton quality. J. Cotton Sci. 3: 
84-91. 
 
 51
DehghaniSanij, H., T. Yamamoto, and V. Rasiah. 2004. Assessment of 
evapotranspiration estimation models for use in semi-arid environments. 
Agricultural Water Management 64: 91-106. 
 
Erhler, W.I., S.B. Idso, R.D. Jackson, and R.J. Reginato. 1978.  Diurnal changes in plant 
water potential and canopy temperatures of wheat as affected by drought. Agron. 
J. 70:  999-1004. 
 
Epstein, K. 2000. Edwards Aquifer authority paying farmers not to irrigate crops: U.S. 
Water News. 17 (4): 5-23. 
  
Everitt, J.H., D.E. Escobar, D.N. Appel, W.G. Riggs, and M.R. Davis.  1999. Using 
airborne digital imagery for detecting oak wilt disease. Plant Disease 83: 502-
505. 
 
Grimes, D.W., H. Yamada, and S.W. Hughs. 1987. Climate-normalized cotton leaf water 
potentials for irrigation scheduling.  Agri. Water Mgmt. 12: 293-304. 
 
Ham, J.M. and R.S. Senock. 1992. On the measurement of soil surface temperature. Soil 
Sci. Soc. 56: 370-377. 
 
Hatfield, J.L. 1990.  Measuring plant stress with an infrared thermometer.  HortScience 
25:  1535-1538. 
 
Hatfield, J. L., and P.J. Pinter, Jr. 1993.  Remote sensing for crop protection.  Crop Prot. 
12: 403-413. 
 
Hearn, A.B. 1979. Water relationships in cotton. Outlook in Agric. 10:159-166. 
 
Humes, K.S., W.P. Kustas, and M.S. Moran. 1994. Use of remote sensing and reference 
site measurements to estimate instantaneous surface energy balance components 
over a semiarid rangeland watershed. Water Resources Research 30 (5): 1363-
1373. 
 
Inman-Bamber, N.G. and M.G. McGlinchey. 2003. Crop coefficients and water-use 
estimates for sugarcane based on long-term Bowen ration energy balance 
requirements. Field Crops Res. 83: 125-138. 
 
Isdo, S.B., R.J. Reginato, D.C. Reicosky, and J.L. Hatfield. 1982.  Determining soil-
induced plant water potential depressions in Alfalfa by means of infrared 
thermometry. Agron. J. 73:  826-830. 
 
Janat, M. and G. Somi. 2001. Performance of cotton grown under surface irrigation and  
 drip fertigation.  Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal. 32: 3045-3061. 
 52
 
Jeger, M. J. and S.D. Lyda. 1986.  Phymatotrichum root rot (Phymatotrichum  
omnivorum) in cotton:  Environmental correlates of final incidence and 
forecasting criteria.  Annals of Applied Biology 109:  523-534. 
 
Kato, T., R. Kimura, and M. Kamichika. 2004. Esimation of evapotranspiration, 
transpiration ratio and water-use efficiency from a sparse canopy using a 
compartment model. Agricultural Water Management 65:  173-191. 
 
Kenerley, C.M., T.L. White, M.J. Jeger, and T.J. Gerik. 1998. Sclerotial formation and  
strand growth of Phymatotrichopsis omnivora in minirhizotrons planted with 
cotton at different soil water potentials. Plant Pathology 47: 259-266. 
 
Kenerley, C.M., and M.J. Jeger.  1990.  Root colonization by Phymatotrichum                                             
omnivorum and symptom expression of Phymtotrichum root rot in cotton in 
relation to planting date, soil temperature and soil water potential.  Plant 
Pathology 39:  489-500. 
 
King, C.J., and H.F. Loomis. 1929. Cotton root rot investigations in Arizona. Journal 
Agricultural Research 39:  199-221. 
 
Krieg, D.R. 1997. Genetic and environmental factors affecting productivity of cotton.  
p. 1347. In P. Dugger and D.A. Richter (ed.) Proc. Beltwide Cotton Conf., 
Nashville, TN. 6-10 Jan. 1992. Natl. Cotton Counc. Am., Memphis, TN. 
 
Krieg, D.R., and J.F.M. Sung. 1986. Source-sink relationships as affected by water  
stress during boll development. p. 73-77. In J.R. Mauney and J.M. Stewart (ed.) 
Cotton Physiology.  The Cotton Foundation, Memphis, TN. 
 
Kustas, W.P., M.S. Moran, K.S. Humes, D.I. Stannard, P.J. Pinter, Jr., L.E. Hipps, E. 
Swiatek, and D.C. Goodrich. 1994. Surface energy balance estimates at local and 
regional scales using optical remote sensing from an aircraft platform and 
atmospheric data collected over semiarid rangelands, Water Resources Research, 
30 (5): 1241-1259. 
 
Lyda, S.D., 1978. Ecology of Phymatotrichum omnivorum. Annual Review of  
Phytopathology 16:  193-209. 
 
Lyle, W.M., and Borodovsky, J.P. 1981. Low energy precision application (LEPA) 
irrigation system.  Transactions of the ASAE. 24:1241-1245. 
 
Lyle, W.M. and Borodovsky, J.P. 1983.  LEPA irrigation system evaluation.  
Transactions of the ASAE. 26:776-781. 
 
 53
Maas, S.J., G.J. Fitzgerald, W.R. DeTar, and P.J. Pinter Jr. 1999. Detection of water 
stress in cotton using multispectral remote sensing.  Proc. Beltwide Cotton Conf. 
1: 584-585. 
 
Maclay, R.W. and L.F. Land. 1988. Simulation of flow in the Edwards Aquifer, San 
Antonio region, Texas, and refinement of storage and flow concepts. United 
States Geological Survey Water-Supply Paper: 2336-A:A1-A48. 
 
Marani, A., R.B. Hutmacher, and C.J. Phene. 1993.  Validation of CALGOS:  
Simulation of leaf water potential in drip-irrigated cotton. Proc. Beltwide Cotton 
Conf. 3:  1225-1228. 
 
Mauney, J.R. and J. McD. Stewart. 1986.  Cotton physiology.  The Cotton Foundation 
Memphis, TN.  
 
McGuire, M.J., L.K. Balick, J.A. Smith, and B.A. Hutchison. 1989. Modeling directional  
 thermal radiance from forest canopy. Remote Sens. Environ. 27: 169-186. 
 
Michels, G.J. Jr., G. Piccinni, C.M. Rush, and D.A. Fritts. 1999.  Using infrared  
 transducers to sense greenbug (Homoptera: Aphididae) infestations in winter  
wheat.  Southwestern Entomologist  24: 269-279. 
 
Monteith, J.L., 1965. Evaporation and environment. Symp. Soc. Exp. Biol. 19: 205-234. 
 
Moran, M.S., Y. Inoune, and E.M. Barnes. 1997.  Opportunities and limitations for 
image-based remote sensing in precision crop management. Remote Sens. 
Environ. 61:  319-346. 
 
New, L.L. 1986. Center pivot irrigation systems. Tex. Agric. Ext. Serv. L-2219. 
 
New, L.L. and G. Fipps. 1990.  LEPA conversion and management. Tex. Agric. Ext. 
Serv. B-1691. 
 
Nielsen, D.C. and R.L. Anderson. 1989. Infrared thermometry to measure single leaf 
temperatures for quantification of water stress in sunflower.  Agron. J. 98: 840-
842. 
 
Nilsson, H.E. 1995. Remote sensing and image analysis in plant pathology.  Ann. Rev. 
of Phtopath. 33:  489-527. 
 
Pereira, L.S. and M. Smith. 1989. Proposed procedures for revision guidelines for 
predicting crop water requirements. Land and Water Use Div., FAO Rome, 36. 
 
 54
Pettigrew, W.T. 2004.  Moisture deficit effects on cotton lint yield, yield components, 
and boll distribution. Agron. J. 96: 377-383.  
 
Plant, R.E., D.S. Munk, B.R. Roberts, R.N. Vargas, R.L. Travis, D.W. Rains, and R.B. 
Hutmacher. 2001.  Application of remote sensing to strategic questions in cotton 
management and research. Journal of Cotton Science 5: 30-41. 
 
Pozdnyakova, L., P.V. Oudemans, M.G. Hughes, and D. Gimenez. 2002. Estimation of 
spatial and spectral properties of phytophthora root rot and its effects on 
cranberry yield.  Computers and Electronics  in Agriculture 37: 57-70. 
 
Rogers, C.H. 1942. Cotton root rot studies with special reference to sclerotia,  
overcrops, rotations, tillage, seedling rates, soil fungicides, and effects on seed 
quality.  Bulletin 614, Texas Agricultural Experiment Station, 45pp. 
 
Rush, C.M., D.R. Upchurch, and T.J. Gerik. 1984.  In situ observations of 
Phymatotrichum omnivorum with a boroscope minirhizotron system.  
Phytopathology 74: 104-105. 
 
Schepers, J.S., and D.D. Francis.  1998.  Precision agriculture – What’s in our future?  
Commun. Soil Sci. Plant Anal.  29:  1463-1469. 
 
Streets, R.B., and H.E. Bloss.  1973.  Phymatotrichum Root Rot. APS Monograph no. 8., 
St. Paul, MN:  American Phytopathological Society. 
 
Stewart, R.B., E. I. Mukammal, and J. Wiebe. 1978.  The use of thermal imagery in 
defining frost prone areas in the Niagra fruit belt.  Remote Sens. Environ.  7:  
187-202. 
 
Texas Agricutlural Statistics. 1959 thru 2002. Cooperative function of United States of  
 Agriculture and Texas Department of Agriculture. Austin, TX (various pages). 
 
Texas ET Network: The Texas A&M University System, The Agricultural Program.  
2003. High Plains Crop Coefficients for Cotton [Online].  Available at 
http://texaset.tamu.edu/cotton.php (verified 2 August 2003.) 
 
United States Department of Agriculture and Texas Department of Agriculture  
 (USDA/TDA). 2002. Texas Agricultural Statistics. Austin, TX (various pages). 
 
Wanjura, D.F. and J.R. Mahan. 1994. Thermal environment of cotton irrigated using  
canopy temperature. Irrig Sci. 14: 199-205. 
 
Wanjura, D.F., D.R. Upchurch, and J.R. Mahan. 1992. Automated irrigation based on  
threshold canopy temperature.  Trans ASAE. 35: 153-159. 
 55
 
White, T.L., C.M. Kenerley, and T.J. Gerik. 1987. Quantification of hyphal strand 
growth and sclerotial formation of Phymatotrichum omnivorium using a micro 
video system.  Proc. Beltwide Cotton Producers Research Conf. 47: 42-43. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 56
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
APPENDIX A 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 57
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig A. 1.  IR camera image for July 29, 2002. 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig A. 2.  IR camera image for August 16, 2002. 
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Fig A. 3.  IR camera image for May 15, 2003. 
 
 
 
 
 
  
Fig A. 4.  IR camera image for June 13, 2003. 
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Fig A. 5. IR camera image for June 13, 2003. 
 
 
 
  
Fig A. 6.  IR camera image for July 22, 2003. 
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Fig A. 7.  IR camera image for August 6, 2003. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
Fig A. 8.  IR camera image for August 21, 2003. 
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Fig B. 1. Soil moisture data for June 18. 
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Fig B. 2. Soil moisture data for June 20. 
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Fig B. 3. Soil moisture data for Jun. 
 
 
June 27
0
20
40
60
80
100
120
140
160
180
200
220
240
18.5 19 19.5 20 20.5 21 21.5 22
Percent Soil Moisture 
D
ep
th
 (c
m
)
Series1
Series2
Series3
 
 
Fig B. 4. Soil moisture data for June 27. 
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July 1
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Fig B. 5. Soil moisture data for July 1. 
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Fig B. 6. Soil moisture data for July 3. 
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Fig B. 7. Soil moisture data for July 9. 
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Fig B. 8. Soil moisture data for July 11. 
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Fig B. 9. Soil moisture data for July 11. 
 
July 21
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Fig B. 10. Soil moisture data for July 21. 
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Fig B. 11. Soil moisture data for July 30. 
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Fig B. 12. Soil moisture data for August 14. 
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Fig B. 13. Soil moisture data for August 20. 
 
August 28
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Fig B. 14. Soil moisture data for August 28. 
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Fig B. 15. Soil moisture data for September 4. 
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Fig B. 16. Soil moisture data for September 9. 
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